we going to use and I recall we had a huge fight" (personal interview, 2007) . Celina argued that abortion was about women, so the campaign needed feminist language such as the right to choose. Other attendants adamantly rejected this proposal, worrying that voters would turn against a campaign that utilized a feminist approach.
They favored using two other arguments: women being imprisoned for having abortions, and clandestine abortion as an issue of public health. Celina agreed with the importance of these reasons, calling it "coherent, deep speech", but resisted cutting out what she considered to be the bottom line: "the dignity of women and the right to choose" (personal interview, 2007) . Attendants of the meeting decided that keeping women out of jail would be the primary argument. Celina countered that women being sent to jail for abortion was about not being able to choose, which stemmed from sexism.
But there was urgency in the notion that this was Portugal's last chance to reform abortion laws. Celina was not the only person voicing the need for more feminist
arguments, yet like most other activists she yielded to the restrictions of the campaign.
She agreed that moderation might be the condition to win the referendum: "we had to have a more moderate speech because people are afraid of women and of feminism and of too much power to women." But her compliance was not without reservations: "It got moderated, maybe too much... We'll see in the future what we lost with it, as a society and as a feminist movement" (personal interview, 2007 ).
Celina's recounting of the restricted language of the 2007 campaign was not exaggerated. Walking through Lisbon in the weeks before the referendum, every Yes billboard and sign showed young women in negative situations: behind prison bars, being escorted from a building (presumably a courthouse) with their faces under a coat, or cowering on the floor with their heads in their hands. These images were accompanied by phrases containing the words "humiliation", "shame", "responsibility" and "dignity"; the first two words referred to the problems society and women faced (respectively), and the following two referred to the objectives that society and women desired (also respectively). The word escolha (choice) was only seen in graffiti, marginalized activism that was not supported by the Yes campaign, and the doctor's movimento (approved movement group), which had the power of medical authority and a discourse devoid of feminist rhetoric to justify the word's use.
This article has two main objectives: discussing a contextualized history of Portuguese abortion politics; and analyzing the arguments that shaped the 2007 Yes campaign. I will discuss the agreement to moderate the campaign messages from within the Portuguese feminist movement, where the abortion reform movement was born and where silenced objection to moderation was sometimes felt. Entering Portugal in the midst of referendum, I found the lack of choice rhetoric disorienting. Engaging with the feminist community, I questioned what I perceived as the abandonment of feminist principles in order to achieve the goal of abortion reform.
Activists like Celina responded in ways I anticipated, venting frustration and anxiety about the pressure to moderate. But it was not the case that non-feminists were silencing feminists, or even that feminists were completely silencing themselves. They were selectively vocal, each campaigner conforming to the discourse deemed acceptable by the movimentos-that were comprised, in noteworthy part, by feminists.
Feminist arguments that overlapped with the concerns of politicians or public health officials could be used without being decried as wholly feminist. These arguments were relevant to both feminist and non-feminist members of society.
HISTORY
This section is intended to provide the reader with a comprehensive history of the 
ESTADO NOVO & 25 DE ABRIL
The 1939 civil code of Salazar's fascist Estado Novo confined a woman's role in Portuguese society to mother and subservient wife (Tavares, 2000 
1998 VERSUS 2007
The The argument of the woman's right to her body doesn't settle the issue and it makes the issue an almost impossible discussion. The advantage of the discourse that we had during the campaign is that it was a wise discourse for most people. It was directed to dealing with a problem everybody knew was there and not to an ideological debate on the role of the female in society. So there was an interesting paradox in the Yes campaign which was the fact that women's and feminist movements were strongly involved in one of the most important feminist causes, especially here in Portugal, but they didn't have what we could call a traditional feminist discourse on the subject (personal interview).
Though he identifies personally as a feminist, José took no objection to cutting many feminist concerns out of the campaign. He called moderation an "old debate" that was settled before the referendum, and said that even feminists who were unconvinced that feminist language lost the 1998 referendum acknowledged that moderation was the "best strategic option" (personal interview, 2007) . According to José, including feminist discourse would make the referendum into an ideological debate that would jeopardize the outcome. To him, the main objective was winning the referendum, and engaging a conservative nation in a discussion of women's role in society would not be effective.
Like José, most campaigners decided that winning the referendum was the ultimate goal, and that convincing the undecided was the best strategy. Once identified as impractical and even dangerous, feminist arguments and goals were marginalized in favor of a culturally resonant discourse. Using the framing theories of sociologist Myra Marx Ferree, feminist arguments and goals were marginalized:
Framing is an interactive process that is inherently about inclusion and exclusion (Condit, 1990: 27) . In this way, the moderated form of the Yes campaign was constructed to appeal to a wide spectrum of Portuguese society holding diverse ideological identities by tapping into strong commonly held beliefs.
ANALYZING TRIALS AND REVERSING SHAME
How did trials become one of the leading arguments for abortion reform in the 2007 campaign?
First of all, the coverage of the trials has such massive appeal because prison is culturally repulsive to Portuguese citizens. Secondly, trials were highly publicized by feminists who were looking to engage the nation with more reasons for reform, which kept the abortion debate alive after the loss of the 1998 referendum. Thirdly, this media coverage created sympathy in Portuguese society for the women being tried, and connected the debate to citizens on a more personal level. Fourthly, Portugal was denounced internationally for the government's treatment of women who had undergone abortion. Finally, the shame experienced by the women who were tried for abortion was reversed onto the Portuguese government. This section is intended to explore the cultural significance that prison holds for Portuguese citizens, analyze the impact of media coverage of the trials on the public perception of abortion's criminalization, and theorize how shame was relocated from the women being tried to the country responsible for the trials.
Trials were cited time and again in the media and personal interviews as being the main reason abortion reform continued to matter after the 1998 referendum. The discourse of women's imprisonment was effective because the trials were part of the society's collective conscience. The media, "made it clear that women were being held in prison for abortion and that's a big issue concerning Portuguese way of thinking, we really think prison is bad. Even the most conservative ones, they don't want women to buy a pill for 25 euros" 14 (Ribeiro & Fonseca, 46) . The abortive medication misoprostol is also easier than ever to access through the Internet. If a woman visits the Women on Waves website, for example, she will immediately see a link to licensed doctors who will consult the woman online and then ship the medications to her home. This service is for women living in countries where abortion is illegal or difficult to obtain. Even so, as discussed earlier, self-performing medical abortion can be dangerous. According to the Direcção-Geral de Saúde (Surgeon General), 3,216 women were hospitalized in 2005 for complications with partial abortions after self-medicating with misoprostol (Ribeiro & Fonseca, 46) . clandestine abortion and prosecution were feminist concerns that overlapped in the public health and political sectors, and so were not labeled as feminist by voters.
Medicos Pela Escolha
Mariana, a university researcher and single mother, was dissuaded from discussing her own experiences with undesired pregnancy, which she compared to "being raped because being pregnant subtly tears you apart. I didn't own my body for like 9 months, and the first 5 were hell (...) if I had been forced to keep [an unwanted] child it would be a violent thing for me. But I could never say that" (personal interview, 2007) . The perceived violence of unwanted pregnancy is a common feminist argument (Petchesky, 1990 (Petchesky, , 1995 , which helps to explain why it was not allowed in the campaign. By avoiding the argument of a woman's right to her body, campaigners identified Portugal as a country where a woman's role is not normally defined in feminist terms, and where patriarchal values still have influence.
The second claim equating criminalization with social backwardness was actually part of the early stages of the 2007 Yes campaign, where the word "modernization" was used by Prime Minister Sócrates when discussing, " [t] he reforms that are necessary to go forward in modernizing Portugal" 15 (Público, 2006) . It was immediately clear to me that most of my informants found the word offensive, as evidenced by their displeased expressions when questioned about the term. Tiago, a member of JPS, explained that the discussions of "modernization" stopped being used early on in the campaign because it lost votes, particularly with older citizens whose senses of nationalism were offended by the suggestion that they were making this policy change in order to imitate other countries. Tiago clarified that the referendum was, "a mirror of modernization, not a weapon for it. It doesn't lead to advance, it leads to social and psychological freedom. It's a reflection of people's minds, it doesn't change people's minds" (personal interview, 2007) . In other words, any changes Portugal makes are the result of a deeper societal growth, and while this may be interpreted as modernization, it is the result, not the objective. Others, like professor and MCR activist Maria, "believe that in terms of government, it wasn't a real concern about women, or a real concern about those that are going to jail and the health care system, it was political pressure.
So they could say, 'now, like almost all European countries, we do not punish abortion '" (personal interview, 2007) . She agreed with the majority of my informants that this argument did not influence voters, but maintained that it greatly influenced politicians. control. This practical side of abortion is not dramatic in addition to being non-resonant, and it doesn't fit with the rhetoric of the campaign whose main objective was saving women from undesirable fates (death and prison).
In addition to these arguments, certain words and groups of people were excluded from the discourse as well. Mariana was one of the few campaigners who spoke at length about who and what was excluded from the campaign. Silenced language took on new meaning through the process of campaigning: "The fact that we couldn't use the word feminism, the fact that we could use the word sex made them sound like dirty words to people whom they weren't dirty before" (personal interview, 2007).
Pregnancy was not discussed as a result of sex as the campaign selectively rejected biological and social connections to abortion that would not resonate with conservative voters. Sexuality was not discussed, and GLBT issues were only discussed in nonapproved activism, such as the campaigning done by Panteras Rosa.
Sex and feminism were not the only subjects to elicit feelings of taboo. Mariana "wasn't considered a proper mom to speak because [she is] deviant (...) anything that was against the conservative status quo was considered bad (...) As a mother [she] was disregarded because [she] thought about having an abortion" (personal interview, 2007) . Speakers considered deviant -such as feminists, GLBT, and single mothers -were silenced in any way that related to those identities. These identity silences were frustrating and even painful to many campaigners. However, feminists, GLBT, and single mothers were very active in the campaign, even if not expressing those roles, and were in great part responsible for the success of the referendum.
CONCLUSION
As opposed to the first referendum in 1998, feminist language was strictly moderated 
